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I would not hesitate under the present state of society to
confine thieves and robbers, which is in itself a kind of
punishment. But 1 would also admit that it is not Satya-
graha, and that it is a fall from the pure doctrine. That
would be an admission not of the weakness of the doctrine
but the weakness of myself. I have no other remedy to sug-
gest in such cases in the present state of society. I am
therefore satisfied with advocating the use of prison more
as reformatories than as places of punishment.
But I would draw the distinction between killing and
detention or even corporal punishment. I think that there
is a difference not merely in quantity but also in quality.
I can recall the punishment of detention. I can make repa-
ration to the man upon whom I inflict corporal punishment.
But once a man is killed, the punishment is beyond recall
or reparation. God alone can take life, because He alone
gives it.
I hope there is no confusion in the writer's mind when
he couples the self-immolation of a Satyagrahi with the
punishment imposed from without. But in order to avoid
even a possibility of it, let me make it clear that the doctrine
of violence has reference only to the doing of injury by one
to another. Suffering injury in one's own person is3 on the
contrary, of the essence of non-violence and is the chosen
substitute for violence to others. It is not because I value
life low that I can countenance with joy thousands volun-
tarily losing their lives for Satyagraha, but because I know
that it results in the long run in the least loss of life, and,
what is more, it ennobles those who lose their lives and
morally enriches the world for their sacrifice. I think that
the writer is correct in saying that non-co-operation is not
merely an ideal but also cea safe and quick way to freedom
for India". I do suggest that the doctrine holds good also
as between States and States. I know that I am treading
on delicate ground if I refer to the late war. But I fear that
I must, in order to make the position clear. It was a war
of aggrandizement, as I have understood, on either part.
It was a war of dividing the spoils of the exploitation of
weaker races—otherwise euphemistically called the world
commerce. If Germany today changed her policy and made

